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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 4-9, and 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Kondo et al. (US Patent 6,763,522). 

Regarding claim 1 , Kondo et al. disclose a method in a system for decoding 
packetized program information including ancillary program specific information 
comprising a plurality of hierarchically ordered information tables (column 3, line 65 - 
column 4, line 3), said ancillary information being for use in acquiring and decoding 
packetized program information to provide a video program for display (column 3, line 
65 - column 4, line 3), comprising the steps of: detecting a mismatch between a version 
number of a first table of said program specific information and a corresponding version 
number of said first table conveyed in a second table (column 10, lines 1-12; column 4, 
lines 6-17); ensuring compatibility of said first table version number conveyed in said 
first and second tables in response to said detected mismatch (column 8, lines 59-66; 
column 9, lines 6-9, 25-28; column 11, lines 2-50); and decoding packetized program 
information using program specific information including said first and second tables 
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including said forced compatible version number to provide a video program for display 
(column 4, lines 25-33; column 2, lines 41-44). 

Regarding claim 4, Kondo et al. also disclose said second table conveys a 
plurality of version numbers corresponding to version numbers conveyed in said 
plurality of hierarchically ordered information tables (TABLE 1 in column 9), and said 
detecting step includes the step of comparing individual version numbers of said 
plurality of hierarchically ordered information tables against corresponding individual 
version numbers conveyed in said second table (column 10, line 63 - column 11, line 
53). 

Regarding claim 5, Kondo et al. also disclose said step of ensuring compatibility 
of said first table version number conveyed in said first and second tables includes the 
step of substituting a version number for said first table version number conveyed in at 
least one of (a) said first table, and (b) said second table, to ensure compatibility 
(column 10, lines 6-8). 

Regarding claim 6, Kondo et al. also disclose said substituting step comprises 
overwriting said first table version number conveyed in at least one of (a) said first table, 
and (b) said second table, to ensure compatibility (column 10, lines 6-8). 

Regarding claim 7, Kondo et al. also disclose said step of ensuring compatibility 
of said first table version number conveyed in said first and second tables includes the 
step of reverting to a previous version of at least one of (a) said first table, and (b) said 
second table, to ensure version number compatibility (column 10, lines 8-10). 
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Regarding claim 8, Kondo et al. also disclose said step of ensuring compatibility 
of said first table version number conveyed in said first and second tables includes the 
step of initiating acquisition of at least one of (a) a new version of said first table, and (b) 
a new version of said second table, to ensure version number compatibility (column 1 1 , 
lines 2-10). 

Regarding claim 9, Kondo et al. disclose a method in a system for decoding 
packetized program information including ancillary program specific information 
comprising a plurality of hierarchically ordered information tables (column 3, line 65 - 
column 4, line 3), said ancillary information being for use in acquiring and decoding 
packetized program information to provide a video program for display (column 3, line 
65 - column 4, line 3), comprising the steps of: detecting a mismatch between a version 
number of a first table of said program specific information and a corresponding version 
number of said first table conveyed in a second table (column 10, lines 1-12; column 4, 
lines 6-17); decoding packetized program information (column 4, lines 25-33; column 2, 
lines 41-44) by disregarding said first table version number conveyed in said first and 
second tables in response to said detected mismatch and by applying program specific 
information including information in said first table (column 1 1 , lines 2-1 0). 

Claim 12 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 4 above with 
reference to claim 9 above. 

Regarding claim 13, Kondo et al. disclose a method in a system for decoding 
packetized program information including ancillary program specific information 
comprising a plurality of hierarchically ordered information tables (column 3, line 65 - 
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column 4, line 3), said ancillary information being for use in acquiring and decoding 
packetized program information to provide a video program for display (column 3, line 
65 - column 4, line 3), comprising the steps of: detecting a mismatch between a version 
number of a first table of said program specific information and a corresponding version 
number of said first table conveyed in a second table (column 10, Jines 1-12; column 4, 
lines 6-17); re-acquiring a first table of said program specific information in response to 
said detected mismatch (column 11, lines 19-23); examining said re-acquired first table 
and said second table for a mismatch of said first table version number (column 1 1 , 
lines 19-23); and inhibiting decoding packetized program information in response to said 
detected mismatch between said re-acquired first table and second table (column 9, 
lines 25-36). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.SC 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2 and 14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Kondo et al. (US Patent 6,763,522) as applied to claims 1, 4-9, 

and 12-13 above, and further in view of Ozkan et al. (WO 99/03268). 

Regarding claim 2, Kondo et al. disclose second table contains information for 
acquiring program specific information conveyed in other tables including identifiers for 
identifying data packets comprising said first table (TABLE 1 in column 9). Kondo et al. 
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also disclose first table comprises a channel map, which contains a list of all of the 
channels with their attributes (column 9, lines 1-6). However, Kondo et al. do not 
disclose the channel map to associate a transmission channel carrier frequency with 
data identifiers used to capture data streams constituting a program conveyed on a 
broadcast channel. 

Ozkan et al. disclose a channel map to associate a transmission channel carrier 
frequency with data identifiers used to capture data streams constituting a program 
conveyed on a broadcast channel (abstract). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have . 
been motivated to incorporate the channel map taught by Ozkan et al. into the channel 
map taught by Kondo et al. because of simple implementation. 

Claim 14 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 2 above with 
reference to claim 13 above. 

Regarding claim 15, see the teachings of Kondo et al. and Ozkan et al. as 
discussed in claim 14 or claim 2 above. Under consideration of the proposed 
combination, Kondo et al. also disclose indicating in a database said transmission 
channel is associated with said detected mismatch between said re-acquired first table 
and said second table (column 9, lines 25-31). 

Claim 16 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 2 above with 
reference to claim 13 above. 

Regarding claim 17, Kondo et al. disclose a method in a system for decoding 
packetized program information including ancillary program specific information 
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comprising a plurality of hierarchically ordered information tables (column 3, line 65 - 
column 4, line 3), said ancillary information being for use in acquiring and decoding 
packetized program information to provide a video program for display (column 3, line 
65 - column 4, line 3), comprising the steps of: detecting a mismatch between a version 
number of a first table of said program specific information and a corresponding version 
number of said first table conveyed in a second table (column 10, lines 1-12; column 4, 
lines 6-17); indicating in a database the detected mismatch between said re-acquired 
first table and said second table (column 9, lines 25-31); inhibiting decoding packetized 
program information in response to said detected mismatch between said re-acquired 
first table and second table (column 9, lines 25-36). Kondo et al. also disclose first table 
comprises a channel map, which contains a list of all of the channels with their attributes 
(column 9, lines 1-6) 

However, Kondo et al. do not disclose a channel map associating a transmission 
channel carrier frequency with data identifiers used to capture data streams constituting 
a program conveyed on a broadcast channel. 

Ozkan et al. disclose a channel map to associate a transmission channel carrier 
frequency with data identifiers used to capture data streams constituting a program 
conveyed on a broadcast channel (abstract). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the channel map taught by Ozkan et al. into the channel 
map taught by Kondo et al. because of simple implementation. 
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Claim 18 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 2 above with 
reference to claim 17 above. 

Claims 3, 10, and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kondo et al. (US Patent 6,763,522) as applied to claims 1, 4-9, 
and 12-13 above, and further in view of Blatter et al. (US Patent 5,844,595). 

Regarding claim 3, see the teachings of Kondo et al. as discussed in claim 1 
above. However, Kondo et al. do not disclose examining said program specific 
information for error indications by examining at least one of (a) an MPEG transport 
error indicator, (b) an MPEG discontinuity indicator, (c) an MPEG continuity counter, 
and decoding said packetized program information in response to said examination 
determination of an error free condition. 

Blatter et al. disclose examining program specific information for error indications 
(abstract) by examining at least one of (a) an MPEG transport error indicator, (b) an 
MPEG discontinuity indicator, (c) an MPEG continuity counter (column 12, lines 16-22; 
column 15, lines 44-67), and decoding packetized program information in response to 
said examination determination of an error free condition (abstract). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the concept of examining the program specific 
information for errors and decoding the packetized program information in response to a 
determination of an error free condition taught by Blatter et al. into the method taught by 
Kondo et al. for ensuring data reliability. 
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Regarding claim 10, see the teachings of Kondo et al. as discussed in claim 9 
above. However, Kondo et al. do not disclose examining said program specific 
information for an error condition and decoding said packetized program information in 
response to the absence of an error condition. 

Blatter et al. disclose examining said program specific information for an error 
condition (abstract) and decoding said packetized program information in response to 
the absence of an error condition (abstract). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the concept of examining the program specific 
information for error condition and decoding the packetized program information in 
response to the absence of an error condition taught by Blatter et al. into the method 
taught by Kondo et al. for ensuring data reliability. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , see the teachings of Kondo et al. and Blatter et al. as 
discussed in claim 10 above. Furthermore, Blatter et al. also disclose said error 
condition is indicated by at least one of (a) an MPEG transport error indicator, (b) an 
MPEG discontinuity indicator, (c) an MPEG continuity counter (column 12, lines 16-22; 
column 15, lines 44-67). 

Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kondo et al. (US Patent 6,763,522) and Augenbraun et al. (US Patent 5,617,565). 

Regarding claim 19, Kondo et al. disclose a method in a system for decoding 
packetized program information including ancillary program specific information 
comprising a plurality of hierarchically ordered information tables (column 3, line 65 - 
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column 4, line 3), said ancillary information being for use in acquiring and decoding 
packetized program information to provide a video program for display (column 3, line 
65 - column 4, line 3), comprising the steps of: detecting a fault condition in program 
specific information comprising at least one of (a) a version number incompatibility 
between a version number of a first table and a corresponding version number of said 
first table conveyed in a second table, and (b) a PSI error condition (column 10, lines 1- 
12; column 4, lines 6-17); indicating in a database said transmission channel is 
associated with said detected fault condition (column 9, lines 25-31). Also, Kondo et al. 
also disclose the information associated with the fault detection is flagged invalid and 
not displayed (column 9, lines 25-31). However, Kondo et al. do not disclose removing a 
channel associated with said fault condition from a User's viewable active channel line- 
up list. 

Augenbraun et al. disclose removing a channel from a User's viewable active 
channel line-up list. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the step of removing a channel from the line-up list taught 
by Augenbraun et al. into the method taught by Kondo et al. because such doing would 
make the method user-friendlier. 

Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kondo et al. (US Patent 6,763,522) and Augenbraun et al. (US Patent 5,617,565) as 
applied to claim 19 above, and further in view of Blatter et al. (US Patent 
5,844,595). 
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Regarding claim 20, see the teachings of Kondo et al. and Augenbraun et al. as 
discussed in claim 19 above. However, the proposed combination of Kondo et al. and 
Augenbraun et al. does not disclose detecting a PSI error condition comprising at least 
one of (a) an MPEG transport error, (b) an MPEG discontinuity error, (c) an MPEG 
continuity count error, and (d) an error indicated by a variance between successive time 
stamps. 

Blatter et al. disclose detecting a PSI error condition (abstract) comprising at 
least one of (a) an MPEG transport. error, (b) an MPEG discontinuity error, (c) an MPEG 
continuity count error, and (d) an error indicated by a variance between successive time 
stamps (column 12, lines 16-22; column 15, lines 44-67). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the step of detecting PSI error condition taught by Blatter 
et al. into the method taught by Kondo et al. and Augenbraun et al. for data reliability. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kondo et al. (US Patent 6,763,522) and Augenbraun et al. (US Patent 5,617,565) as 
applied to claim 19 above, and further in view of Fujimori et al. (US Patent 
6,445,923). 

Regarding claim 21 , see the teachings of Kondo et al. and Augenbraun et al. as 
discussed in claim 19 above. However, the proposed combination of Kondo et al. and 
Augenbraun et al. does not disclose indicating a channel as being associated with a 
fault condition in a user's viewable channel line-up list. 
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Fujimori et al. disclose indicating a channel as being associated with a fault 
condition in a user's viewable display (column 2, lines 1-8). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the step of indicating a channel as being associated with 
a fault condition in a user's viewable display taught by Fujimori et al. into the method 
taught by Kondo et al. and Augenbraun et al. because doing such would make the 
method user-friendlier. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hung Q. Dang whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1116. The examiner can normally be reached on M'-Th: 7: 30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thai Tran can be reached on 571-272-7382. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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